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NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM/Speed Limit for Commercial Vehicles
SUBJECT: National Highway System Designation Act of 1995 . . . S. 440. Reid amendment No. 1427,

ACTION: AMENDMENT AGREED TO, 51-49

SYNOPSIS: As reported, S. 440, the National Highway System Designation Act of 1995, will designate the National
Highway System in accordance with the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA). Failure to enact
bill by September 30, 1995, will result in all States losing their National Highway System and Interstate Maintenance funding
The Reid amendmentwould retain the current national maximum speed limit of 55 miles per hour for vehicles: with a gros
weight rating of more than 10,000 pounds; that are designed to transport more than 15 passengers; or that are required tc
warning labels under the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act. (The bill will eliminate the limit for both cars and trucks.)

Those favoringthe amendment contended:

The Reid amendment would retain the 55 mph speed limit for commercial trucks. This amendment is about safety. Truck
far more dangerous than cars. Their large size and long braking distances make them deadly on the roadways. Compound
problem, trucking deregulation has increased unsafe driving practices by truckers, who drive excessive hours at excefksive r:
speed. Virtually everyone has had the unpleasant experience of seeing a truck hurtle by them as they move along ahitye spee
or of being tailgated by trucks that need approximately 40 percent more room to stop than do cars. As of 1990, the akierage v
of these vehicles reached 80,000 pounds. The general driving public is rightfully scared of enormous speeding trucks. L
commercial trucks account for only 3 percent of registered vehicles and 7 percent of miles traveled, yet they are invelved in
11 percent of all fatal crashes. In crashes between trucks and cars, 98 percent of the time the fatalities are fousdtathe car
year, nearly 5,000 people are killed by trucks.

Studies have shown that the percentage of trucks traveling over 70 mph is between 2 to 6 times greater on a roadway wit
mph speed limit as it is on a roadway with a 55 mph limit. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Commission¢céhe cha
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of death or serious injury doubles for every 10 mph that a vehicle travels over 50 mph. Putting these two facts togétieust is
that we can reduce the chance of death or serious injury from an accident with a truck by continuing to enforce the 5% mph spee
limit for them.

Unlike the speed limit for cars, a speed limit for commercial vehicles is clearly not just a States' right issue. Conuciescial tr
move primarily in interstate commerce, which the Federal Government has a duty to regulate. They typically have licéase plates
at least a few States, and they often have them from a dozen States or more. Though they comprise only 3 percentreftthe registe
vehicles in the country, they comprise 12 percent of the interstate traffic. All these facts serve to illustrate that ¢orchergia
is primarily an interstate, not an intrastate, activity. Having national standards is therefore in order.

Those standards should be to preserve safety. No matter what State one is in, the driving behavior of truckers shoulel be the sa
Car drivers should not be put at risk by enormous, speeding trucks. We therefore strongly support the Reid amendment.

Those opposinghe amendment contended:
Argument 1:

The safest speed for any vehicle is 0 mph. Once it is allowed to move, the risks begin. How great those risks are depends on su
factors as speed, road conditions, congestion, visibility, and terrain. The question is not whether risks will be takearicthre Am
people are not about to give up driving. The question, instead, is who is better able to determine the speed at which vehicles,
including trucks, should be allowed to go. We believe that the States are best able to make this determination.

State legislators are no less concerned with protecting their citizens' lives than are Members of Congress. More irhpgrtantly, t
are much more aware of their individual States' needs than are Members. They are intimately familiar with road conditions, traf
volumes, and other factors that need to be taken into consideration in setting speed limits. If State legislators ged Saatele
decide that a 70-mph speed limit for trucks and cars makes sense, we should trust their judgment. We should not arrogantly assu
that we here in Washington know the road conditions in their State better than they do. Just because trucks move fRiat&State to
does not mean that driving conditions are the same in each State. A uniform, national speed limit for trucks will thetefore cre
uniform speeds, but certainly not uniform safety.

The Reid amendment is illogical. It would set an arbitrary speed limit for trucks instead of letting States set ratiobaséohits
on the conditions in each State. We therefore urge the rejection of the Reid amendment.

Argument 2:

We favor having a national speed limit of 55 mph, and we favor the current right to raise that limit to 65 in certairasyral are
at a State's discretion. However, we know from experience in our States having a lower speed limit for trucks thandaflgars act
is more dangerous than allowing all traffic to move at a uniform speed. Having trucks move at a different rate of speed than
surrounding traffic, even by having them go slower, causes more accidents than it prevents. The Reid amendment should therefore
be rejected.



